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Dear nirs

“e have ocarefully o : our letter of Novexter
9th regquesting the opinion hparbaent ss to the velid-
ity of e notarial veal whick be e notary's name, “ivh
your letter we found an impreégsion & e notary’s seal which

is 4o the ror: presorided by law, exgept thot the notary's nsme
airoy engraving bdetween tho star

o "Rotary Sudblle, Zouanty of Jix “iells,
arfino

ngreved 1n tke oanter a

the words, 'Notary Fudblie,

s T6xas,' around the margin (the
Iled with the name of the couaty for

. is appointed}, and he shell suthen-

2y be seon thst the requisites of a noteriasl
hay there be & star of five pointe in tho center,
he mercin the legend, “Hotery lublis, County of
¢ Texss", Thege recuiremonts have bveen the saze
s1n0e Uhe 80t Of the PFirst lerislature of May 12, 1846, Acts,
First lersislsiure, p. 3l.

seal ars (1)
and {(2) srour

Is the soal invelid becesuse the potary's nome is also
included thereon? ‘4e think not.
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At 00200 law no partiocular insoripytiou wes s.sentiul
Tor a, 0lfjolel, notarisl seal, the nmatter telng one of the no-
tary's ohofce. .ee 46 C. I, S28; 39 Ax. Jur. £X%7. 1Ia Texus,
a® mott other states, insaripticas upoen aotaricl geals are
go- r:guiut;:‘gy statute, 48 C, J. B2E] .rtiele 5960, sujrug
Ao [ ] [} ]

Theso atatutes have varicusly teen held directory
(Sonfield vs, Thospson, 47 Arkanssa 40, 48 in, kep. 49) and .
sandatory (Fewitt vs, Vorran, 68 Iowa 460, 5t N, %, ¢78). Les
2C Rulinr Cese Law 328; 39 An. Jur. 228257, No oases dirsctly
in point have bees found in Texss although the esse of Stooksherry
vs. Cwan, 21 . ¥, 694 {effirmed, 85 Tex. 563}, holds that the
use of e seul such es 1s presorived by lsv is noosssary for e
aotarial authkentiostion,

Other Texas oaees are VoKellar ve, Feok, 37 Texss 2£],
boldiar en soknowledemont vold where the cotary ipadvertantly
used the sesl of the Jounty Tourt; end Stringfellox vs, Thonmso:,
1 Tex. Apye Civ, Can., ‘‘ea. 1009, holéiny thore 40 be substane-
tial conplienoc with the ststuts whore the natarisl seal had
tha lettors T T ( 4 3 betwsen tre jolinte of the star rather
than shout the outer =arsin o the sewl,

Tiv Qa8e of Ju T¢ Febe, "ed, Cas., Mo, 10,073, holds
that the notarisl secl xust comtain tho wame of the notery, the
eourt suyings '

*"ublie senls == wnd & notaryts sezl is 8 pudlie
ssa) == 478 held (¢ prove thaxsealves, Is any staxp
which & notary chooses to sffisx to his siegnature en~

- titlad to recernition s his officisl sosl? Sigeh a
construction strikeas me es s burlesque upon the provi-
sicns of the aet of Zongredc wiich mekes otk signe-
turs ant sesl nooez2ury to the authentioation of the
notsry's sot., snd 4f as & publie sesl It proves it.
self, must it not show on its face shet it is thet
it proves; not only that it 13 & mesl, but that 1t is
the seal of ¢ notsery publie; end in order to slow that
it is the 802l of tho notary who employs it, thet it
aust bear his nume,* -

This orinion weas ¢isepproved 4in In re idilli;e, Fed.
Cas,, No, 11,098, the court holdiar that ths seal need pot oon-
tain the notary's name whes not 80 reguired by statute,
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In Ceans va, Fate, 114 N, C. 194, 1V L. %, 148, the
Supress Court of North Zarolina held that » rotarial seul may
qontain the nazme of the notary though not 2o reuired by stae
tute.

Frox these authoritiss we oonolude that #liile a no-
tarial seal muest de in subdstantial oconplisncs with srticle
5960 bty oontaining the insaoription therein set forth, the s»me
is2 not invalid ir 4. sdditicn it contuine the name of the noe
tary publio to whom it delongs,

Yery truly yours
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